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BARNES v. BARNES' ADM'R. 
Jan. 17, 1907. 
[56 S. E. 172.] 

1. Account, Action on — Evidence — Weight and Sufficiency. — Book 
accounts shown to have been irregularly and inaccurately kept and 
failing to disclose known credits are insufficient to support a judg- 
ment for the amount shown by them to be due. 

2. Bills and Notes — Action — Evidence — Sufficiency. — In an action 
on a note, evidence held to show that it had been paid. 

3. Executors and Administrators — Insolvent Estate — Remedies of 
Surety of Decedent — Counterclaim. — The debt of a surety to the es- 
tate of his deceased principal will not be enforced where the estate 
is insolvent and the surety is liable as such for a sum largely in 
excess of the estate's claim against him. 



WILLIAMSON et al. v. READ et al. 
Jan. 17, 1907. 
[56 S. E. 174.] 

1. Eminent Domain — Award of Compensation — Review. — The re- 
port of viewers, fixing the amount of damages allowed to persons 
whose lands are taken for a public highway under the right of 
eminent domain, will not be disturbed, unless the record shows 
clearly that the damage is greater than that fixed, or unless the 
viewers were governed by wrong principles in assessing damages. 

[Ed. Note. — For cases in point, see Cent. Dig. vol. 18, Eminent 
Domain, § 685.] 

2. Same — Measure of Damages — Injury to Property Not Taken — 
Reduction for Benefits. — The benefits to be considered in reduction 
of damages to property not taken for the establishment of a public 
highway, as authorized by Va. Code 1887, § 1078 [Code 1904, p. 51.0], 
providing that the viewers shall ascertain the compensation for 
the land taken and for the damage to the residue, beyond the 
peculiar benefits to such residue, are confined to such benefits as 
are direct and peculiar to the owner of the land, as distinguished 
from those shared in common with other citizens, and the increased 
value of the land not taken cannot be taken into consideration in 
fixing the amount of the damages, unless such value is direct and 
peculiar. 

[Ed. Note. — For cases in point, see Cent. Dig. vol. 18, Eminent 
Domain, § 370.] 

3. Same. — In a proceeding to establish a highway through a farm 
so situated that it had all the outlets to a city and to public roads 
that any of its uses might require, it appeared that the highway, if 
opened, would not bring to the farm any road not reached without 
it, and the only supposed advantage of the proposed highway was 



